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ment of his thought with Plato's. We may perhaps wish that he had chosen 
to devote more consideration to Philo's place in the history of Platonic 
interpretation. 

Roger Miller Jones 
University of California 



De Ciceronis Libro Consolationis Scripsit Iacobus Van Wageningen. 
Groningae: Heredes P. Noordhoff, 1916. M. 3.50. 

The universal mourning by which he was surrounded led the author's 
thoughts to Cicero's lost Consolatio. He believes that the chief and virtually 
the only source of this was Crantor's essay de luctu. This document in 
turn he thinks can be recovered by comparing the order of treatment of the 
parts of the various consolations that have come down to us, particularly 
parts of the Tusculans and Ps.-Plutarch, Consolatio ad Apollonium. In 
these and other similar works he finds an order of treatment so similar that 
he concludes that all of them come from the single source. He therefore 
analyzes the Consolatio ad Apollonium into the following parts: (a) 
"Exordium"; (b)"Devita"; (c) " De morte" ; (d) " De immortalitate animi." 
The salient parts of the text are given in one column and parallel to these, 
passages from the Tusculans, Ambrosius de excessu fratris liber II, Hieronymus 
Epistle lx, and similar documents. The result is the reconstructed Con- 
solatio of Cicero, with many additional fragments. It reads very much as 
we might expect certain parts of the real Consolatio to read. 

But several grounds for suspension of judgment at once appear. First, 
the process of reconstruction is too simple. Second, we have no real 
assurance that Cicero followed Crantor as closely as Plutarch is assumed by 
the author (following Pohlenz) to have done. Pliny (N.H. pref. 22) quotes 
from the Consolatio the words "Crantorem sequor" and the statement is 
echoed by Hieronymus (Ep. lx. 5; Migne i. 592). This statement must 
be read in the light of De off. ii. 60: "Panaetius, quem multum in his libris 
secutus sum, non interpretatus, " and De off. iii. 7 : " Panaetius quem .... 
secuti sumus." The use of sequor does not then imply any unwavering 
adherence to the source. Compare also Ad. Att. xii. 21. 5; xii. 14. 3; Tusc. 
iii. 76. When Cicero's eclecticism is taken into consideration, it seems 
dangerous to think that any particular idea can be traced to any particular 
source so easily and certainly. Third, Crantor was only one of many philos- 
ophers and rhetoricians who said practically ,the same thing in practically 
the same way. Consolatory literature is a mass of commonplaces that 
inevitably linked themselves together in natural groupings. Thus it becomes 
almost impossible to say that one passage is certainly the source of another. 
The consolatory topics were part of the common stock, and generations of 
philosophers and rhetoricians had handled and rehandled them, so that 
the natural order of treatment and the natural selection of ideas had become 
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also the conventional order and selection. It is therefore again dangerous 
to infer that similarity of form of expression or order is proof of relationship. 
Fourth, this customary order (followed, according to the author, by Plutarch) 
required that exempla follow praecepta, and this was the doctrine of the 
schools. But the scheme of arrangement requires now that a long list of 
exempla (Tusc. i. 113-14, 115, 116) fall into division (c) "Demorte." Cicero 
(Tusc. i. 112) expressly describes this section as an epilogus rhetorum, and 
this is confirmed by Seneca (Cons, ad Marc. 2. 1). Such a dislocation is 
sufficient to shake our confidence. 

This reconstructed Consolatio is plausible as to contents, less so as to 
arrangement, and still less so as to spirit. It is far too artificial and 
impersonal. 

The author reveals a thorough mastery of the material and much 
ingenuity in treatment and interpretation. I wish his purpose had allowed 
him to study the spurious document which goes under Cicero's name (see 
my Pseudo-Ciceronian Consolatio). He has given us, as he hopes, an "imago, 
quamvis non expressa, at tamen adumbrata, Consolationis Tulhanae." 
That he could do no more is the fault of the material rather than of the 
author. 



University of Pittsburgh 



Evan T. Sage 



Libanii Opera. Recensuit Richardus Foerstek. Vol. X, Epistulae 
1-839. Leipzig: Teubner, 1921. Pp. 761. 

In 1914 Foerster published Volume VIII of his edition of Libanius. In 
spite of the interruption of the war he has practically completed the three 
final volumes and in his brief preface to Volume X he promises that Volume 
IX shall appear sine mora. For that volume he reserves his Prolegomena 
to the Letters and all discussion of the MSS and previous editions and com- 
mentaries. The present volume contains the first instalment of the Letters 
and a conspectus siglorum for the MSS, editions, and commentaries cited. 
Not until Volume IX with the Prolegomena is accessible will it be possible 
to give any account of Foerster's text or of his use of Sievers, or of Seeck whose 
work Die Briefe des Libanius, published in 1906, in some respects super- 
seded and in others supplemented Sievers as a biographical handbook for 
the sophists and officials of the fourth century a.d. Volume XI, which is in 
the press, will contain the remainder of the Letters, the Apocrypha, and certain 
pieces which are, says Foerster, the work of Choricius of Gaza, though they 
have come down to us under the name of Libanius. Foerster gives Wolf's 
numbering of the Letters in the margin of his edition, his own arrangement 
being independent of Wolf after Letter 218, 

Wilmer Cave Wright 

Bryn Mawb College 



